Application No. 10/681,671 

Reply to Office Action of September 27, 2005 

Amendment dated December 15, 2005 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the allowance of Claims 1-16, 18-35 and 37-56 and for 
the telephone conversation of December 1 5, 2005 in which Examiner Smith indicated that the entry 
of this Supplemental Amendment would be considered even though submitted after an Advisory 
Action. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 17, 36 and 57-69 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 2nd paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. According to the Examiner, Claim 17 is indefinite because it is 
not known to which "agent" the recitation of "the agent" refers and the claim recites "a plurality of 
ion exchange sites" without any correlation to the "pH dependent ion exchange sites" already recited 
in Claim 14. Claim 36 is allegedly indefinite because there is no direct antecedent basis for the 
recitation of "the polyvalent metal sulfide" in Claim 27. 

Finally, Claim 57 is stated to be indefinite because there is no ending punctuation. Thus, it 
is not known whether the claim is complete as written or if there is additional text. 

Applicant has amended the claims to address these deficiencies. 
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Based upon the foregoing, Applicant believes that all pending claims are in condition for 
allowance and such disposition is respectfully requested. In the event that a telephone conversation 
would further prosecution and/or expedite allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Doiiglas W. Swartz ^. 
Registration No. 37,739 
1560 Broadway, Suite 1200 
Denver, Colorado 80202-5141 
(303) 863-9700 
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